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PRO TESTANT. 


Should not Turn 
P A PI ST: Goſs 


The Introduffion 


$78; 
| Know not well what you meant, when nt 


long ago, after a free Enquiry in a familiar 


Converſe about the Right Choice of Religi- | 


REASONS 


OY FERRET ns: att + 


ON, you was pleas'd to call me a meer Chriftian, 
but ſure I am,*twas a better World when all ſach | 


as really profeſſed Chriſtianity were but meer 
Christians: |, mean: believing nothing more, un- 


der pain of Eternal Damnation, than what Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles had taught. them. If this, Sir, | 


were your meaning, I am indeed, and with the 


Grace of God ever ſhall be. a meer Chriftian: and - 


La 


why ſhould I find my ſelf affronted by being io . 


Ityled, ſince the Fathers of the Primitive Times | 


were in the afore-mentioned ſenſe meer Cbriftians, | þ 
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iebelieving nothing tobe Articles of Divine Faith 


beyond what Chrilt and his Apoſtles had declared 


to be ſo. I muſt not then, as a Proteſtant, be' of- * 


ended at this uncommon: Reproach, becauſe it 
zivethus the /Jea of one that profeſſeth the Pu- 


itfFof the Chriſtian Religion, without any mix- | 
ure either of Error or. Siperſtition, .ſo as I love 


o take every thing in the beſt ſenſe it can bear, 


ather then relapſe, Tſhall be thankful to you for 
2 honourable a Title. Yet if I muſt take this Ex- ; 
reflion as fomewhatyefteCting, 1 ſhall revenge | 
ty felf no otherwiſe, but by telling you, what I | 
incy you will readily grant, that you are ſome- | 


1ng beyond a meer Chri#ian, ſince neither the 


_ zripture, nor the three Creeds, contain all the 


rticles of your Faith : .But.asI was not at all con- 


:rn'd at this your odd and unexpected Reproach, ; 


aich 1 thought deſerved rather an 'Innocent 
mie, than a ſerious RefleCtion ; fo 'tis not upon 


is account that T noy undertake to write this + 


*tter,, but meerly becauſe you very confidently 
id, that T remain'd a Proteſtant ypon no very 
50d Grounds, but upon meer Prejadices, which 
5u'could eaſily take off, if I would declare to you 
tat really they were'; which becauſe Icould not 
:n conveniently; 1 promiſed I wottd perform at 
other time, and riow to acquit my felf of my 


omiſe, 1 ſhall offer to your Conſideration fome xe 


what you call Prejudices, and 1 ſhall venture to 
'le goodand ſolid'Reafons why 1 cannot reſolve 
ona Change, would I never ſo fain, in the pre- 
't jun&ure of our Afﬀairs, embrace the Roman 
tholick Religion. 


Firſt 


wenn ae 


ftould not turn Pa pilt. | 9 


4 
| Geek I am of opinion, That the Church of Rome, as 

*tis now ſettled in-the world, is fonnded upon two falſe : 
Suppolitions, vid. its pretended Catholicity, or univerſality, 
and Tufallibility ; 1 wondred alwaies to hear her fiyl'd Cartho- 
lick by the Romanifts in this ſence, that whoſoever acknow- + 
ledgeth her not to be the only true Chriſtian Church in the 
World, out of which there is no Salvation, liveth not mn 
Catholick Communion : which is ſach a groundleſs Propofi- 


3 tion as deſerves rather to he laught at, than ſeriouſly refu- 


ted,and no leſs abſurd, than if the Church of England called 


3 herſelf the whole Catholick Church, tho? ſhe be but a part 


thereof,and not the greateſt neither. The Church of Rome 


then, whether it be conſider'd as the particular Dioceſs of 


Reme, or as comprehending all thoſe, whatever part of the 


{World they live in, that acknowledge the Pope as ſupreme 
IPaſtor, is no leſs a particular Church, than that of England. 


of Greece, and of the Abyſins, yea, if compar'd to all the 


_ ZChriftians throughout the whole World, it is by much the 


#ar lefſer part of the Catholick Church, eſpecially if we re: 


:fAle@ but a moment what vaſt numbers of Chriftians,diflent- 
:ing from the Church of Rome,are to be found in 4a, Africa, 
«& both in the Eaſtern and Northern parts of Europe : ſo the 
.Romanifts are at a loſs what to ſay in' any Debate abuut 
[Matters of Controverſie, when they are made ſenſible of 
Ztheir'applying to a particular, what. is only -to be under- 
ood of the Catholick, or Univerſal Church, which 1 con- 
eive to be nothing elſe but The diffuſrve Body of Chriſtians in 
Lall Ages under Chriſt as their inviſible Head, and their reſpedive 
IPrinces, Superiors , and Biſhops, as their viſible Governonrs. - 
?Tis cafte now, if you remember this Deſcription , to ſtop 
the mouths of RomanCarhalicks,who raiſe ſo muchduſt among 


Fes 


\ Xhe -unthinking mulitude by. this very word,the Church, but 


*miſapplyed, or not underſtood : when then they ſay, the 
Church 'teacheth- this, or that Dodtrine, as for inſtance, 
Tranſubſtantiation, Purgatory, the lawfulneſs of Saints.,” and 
Image-Worſhip, believe them not ; for they underſtand: by 
the Church, either the particular Church of Rome or its 
rgy, or ſome General Council, as that of Zatergn, Fls- 

rence, 
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rence, or, Trent. Now neither of theſe three is the Church, © 
and conſequently their Deciſions are not to be ſtyled the 3 


Þecifions of the Church, in caſe ihey db not agree with ? 
the ſence of the Univerſal Church in all Ages: andthen I } 
believet hem not upon the. account of their Authority, but ? 
by reaſon of the General Conſent of all Ages, and eſpe- | 
cially ofthe primitive and'pureft times of the Church, : 

We may give ſome hints out of this, and the foregoing ' 
Conſiderations, what properly is 'meant by Hereſie, Apo-; 
Racy, and Schiſm, and who are to be reckon'd Here- 7 
ticks, Schiſmaticks, and Apoftates, that it may the better | 
appear how unjuſtly either Herefie, Schiſm, or Apoſtaſle, : 
Is laid to the charge of all other Churches by the Church of | 


od - 


ome. 
Ce then is, an obſtinate and wilful denyal of what is beld 
by the Univerſal Church. Schiſm is a cauſl:ſs Separation from 
any Chriſtian Church whatſoever; And Apoſtaſie is an en-« 
tire deſertion of the Chriſtian Faith, to embrace Turkiciſm, ; 
or any other not revealed R-lgion, Ns | | 

Firft then, *tis clear , that all the Diflenters from the 
Church of Reme are not Apoſtates, becauſe they ftill re-3 
tain the Fundamental Points of the Chriftian Religion, and", 
reject only thoſe that the Roman Catholicks would have us to 
believe Fundamental upon the account of the [nfallibility,”, 
which they could never yet prove of the General, or ra- 
ther Imperial Councils. | p 

Secondly, They. are not Schiſmaticks, rhey had but too} 
weighty Reaſons to ſeparate from the Chiirch of Rome 5 
the very taking away of the Cup from the Laity, (to men«; 
tion no other of its known Errors in this place , ) againſt; 
the Univerſal PraGtice, yea, of their own Church too, du- 
ring Thirteen hundred years, and more, and againſt the! 
Expreſs Commandand Inſtitution of Chrift, was a cauſe ſuf-" 


ficient for a juſt, lawful, and. necetlary Separation, ſince! 


* that Church became fo conceited of its own Power and: 


Authority, as to think it could lawfully alter or change! 
what Chrift had ſo ſolemnly inftitnted, and commanded; 
when he ſaid, Drinkye all of this. —M 


g 
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As.to Herefie ; We are often charged with it by Roman 
Catholicks, but without any proof , unleſs we are to be- 
lieve all ſuch to be Kereticks as believe not the additional 
Articles of the Church of Rome. Which is indeed their 
real meaning, when they call us Hereticks ; But their con- 


| fidence in this Point is grounded on that notoriouſly falſe 
* ſuppoſition of their Infallibility : for as I always concei- © 


ved Infalibility to be a no leſs eflential Attribute of the 
Divine Nature, than Omnipotency ; ſo 1 thought and think 
it ftill a noleſs contradiftion to imagine to our ſelves an 
Infallible Creature, that to conceive an Omnipotent One, 
and not at the ſame time God: Tho'lI allow that a Crea- 
ture, how fallible ſoever, by the intrinfical Principles of its 
own Nature, may perhaps never actually fail by a Special 
Protettion from that Unerrable Being above: But I am on 
the other fide very confident, that God has no where pro- 
miſed his Unerring Spirit either to the Pope or toany of 
the General Councils whenſoeyer they ſhall undertake to 


decide Matters of Faith : for as God permits Sin, ſo why _ 
ſhould we think it abſurd to ſay, that he permits Errors 


likewiſe, and that in his Church too, for ends beft known 
to himſelf, and which we are not to dive into: ]I know 
indeed, and no Proteſtant 1 ſuppoſe will deny it, that the 
Univerſal Church in this ſence only may be called Infal- 
lible, that notwithftanding all the Efforts of the Gates of 
Hell to prevail again it, the True Doarine of Chrift 
ſhall be ftill taught, and held in ſome part of the World 
by a particulat providence of God over* his Church : and 
this isthe only rational meaning of all thoſe Paſlages to be 
examined hereafter, which the Roman Catholicks are us'd to 


propoſe as Proofs of the Infallibility of the Church of 


Rome: But their main drift is, and muft be, to ſhew ei- 
th er by Reaſon, or Authority, Firſt, That there is in the 
Church an infallible Viſible Judge of Controverhie ; And, 


. Secondly, Who is this” Infallible Viſible Judge : For other- 


wiſe this Infallibility would be of no uſe to us, fince we 
could not conſult with him' in order ta refolye our 
Doubts. 


But, to come more cloſe to the Point, I would fain 


know from a Roman Catholicky if the Ecing of this Infal- - | 


| 
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tible Viſible Judge be an Article of Divine Faith, that he 
muſt b:lieve,under pain of Etcrnal Damnation, or a meer 
' probable Opinion, which he may tollow, or not follow, as 

he pleaſes: If the latter be granted, then the pretended } 
certitude of the Controverſics in debate between us andthe | 
Romanifts depends upon the D-citions of ' Councils, that 
are but probably true, not infallibly which if they once % 
yeild to, they have no right to force upon any man {; 


the belief of their additional Articles, as Purgatory, Tran- &:: 


ſubſtantiation, £c. for if it be but probable., that the 3 
Council of Trent, defining that there isa Purgatory is in- { 
fallible, *tis on the other tide as probable, and more too, 
that” its fallible: So I ought to make uſe of that Reaſon 
God has given me, and examin , Whether the Councal 
has not attually fail'd, by comparing its Deciſtons, to the 
ſtanding R:-velation of God's Will in -his writtea' Word, 
28 interpreted by the Fathers of the Primitive Times , or 
hy every Mans Private Reaſon, where rhey.arelilent': for 
[et unthinking and prejudic'd men fay what they will, as. 
xe are all to ſtandor : fall -by the Verdi& of our own 
Conſcience, - fo we ought .to. follow its Deciſions in what- 
ever.relates to our own Spiritual Concerns : .andifthis be ; 
a Crime, the Romaniſts are guilty of it as wellas we : 
for either he believes his Church infailible-upon rational ' 
zrounds,.or npon no-grounds at all ; the latter I ſuppoſe he 
willnot ſay, left his b=lief be deſervedly called fooliſh, and 
if npon rational grounds he . believes the Church of Rome 
infallible , then his own'/Private Reaſon is Judge of theſe 
Grounds, and he finally proves to be for himfelf both Party 
and Judge of the Controverlie ; which''if he may doin 
this Caſe. I know not why he may not likewiſe in all 
others. Thus when he undertakes to prove to a Proze- 
ſtant the ſame Dottrine of Infallibility , hz conſtituteth 
him Jadge of his Reaſons, and of the True Sence 0- 
the Scripture he mal:es*uſe of in order to prove his Of 
Pinion. s * 

; Since then you allow me the uſe of my Reaſon in the very 
Primary and moſt Fundamental Article of all, the Churches 
fz11ibilty, you have reaſon to deny it to me in other 
things that depend upon this, and are of no lefs concern for 
the welfare <fmx Con! rb | ; 
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Y The ordinary Obje&ion againſt this Doftrine, that it 
would be the ſource of an infinice variety of opinions about 


matters of Religion, ſeem'd always to me to be of no force 
Sbecauſe, befides that the Scripture ſays ſomewhere, Thar, 
erefies, that is, diverſity of Opinions, notwhithftanding all 
Lopretence to Infallibility muſt be, if a Man be miſtaken in his 
Judgment, *tis to be preſum'd God will pardon him this 
Error, ſince after all poſſible means us'd to learn the truth, 
Bhe is ſtill perſuaded of his being in the right, and that your 
[Reaſons are weaker than his: For to fay, ſuch a Man muſt 
Jubmit his Judment upon the account of a Superior Autho- 
Tity, tho* he knows not why, and is moreover ſatisfied of the 
Fallibility of this Authority,yea,and of its aftual Errors too in 
gnany things of great moment, *tis all one as if you bida Man 
Fenounce to common ſence,turn a Fool,and not att rationally, 
is then evident toall conſidering Men, that every one muſt 
nally Judge for himſelf in matters relating to his own Spiri- 


FIval welfare ; for ſure I am, God ſhall never condemn me for 


Sting againſt auother Man's Judgment ; which certainly he 
Fill do, if I at againft my own; for this and no other thing 
Fan be imputed to me as an aQual Sin;Chrift himſelf teacheth 


' This important Truth, by his exhorting the Jews to ſearch 


the Scriptures, becauſe they gave teſtimony of him, where 
he will have them to a& like rational Creatures, to make uſe 


of that reaſon he had given them, and to judge of the ſenſe 


Ing his Miracles, 


of the Scriptures : He does not tell them, with the Pope ina 


eneral Council, You are to remember I am the Infallible 
Oracle, to be believed by you without any further Examine : 
But fince he deſires them to conſult the Scriptures, certainly 
he allows them to judge of their ſenſe, which the Church of 
ome will not permit us to do, affuming to herſelf a greater 
uthority than ever Chrift did, who would have the a to 
xely upon their ſenſes in reading the Scriptures, and examin- 


. 


: Foraſmuch as J hate an indiſcreet Zeal, I cannot but be 
mewhat concern? to hear ſome Romaniſis ſay, Chrift had 
been a very unwiſe and unskilful Law- giver, had he not left 
Þehind him an Infallible viſtib!e Judge of Controverſies ; as 
If he could nut govern his Church without an Infallible 
Lieutenant,as we ſeecif ſuch a Compariſon may be allowed pe] 
5 that 
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that Earthly Princes Govern their remoteſt Provinces accors/ 
Aing to all the Laws of Juſtice and Equity, though their Sub -Þ 
fitutes be fallible Men ; they only Correct them when they 
do fail, and ſend others in their room that will perform 
oetter their Truſt, Where is then the neceſſity of an Infal. 9 
lible Viſible Judge, for the good Government of the Church ? 
Sure they will not ſay, there can be no true Charch, without 
Tuch a Judge , for the Jewiſh Church .had none, and erred F 
very groſsly in condemning of Chrift ; yea, the very Church 
of Rome itſelf, till the firſt Council of Nice, wanted ſuch a 
Judge,and does yet,in the Intervals of General Councils,ſup- 
poſing with them, that theſe are their Infallible ViſibleJudges.F© 

Let us not then argue ourſelves into an Error, with the F 
Romaniſts thus ; There is a neceſſity of an Infallible Viſible Judge, \ 
therefore there is one: But rather ons the contrary, There is noF 
Infallible Vifible Julge in the Church, therefore there is no ne-, 
refity of ſuch a Fudge. For we ought in reaſon to ſuppoſe, 
"ad a Governor thus qualified, he2n necellary for the preſers) 
ing ofthe Church, Chrift had no doubt appointed ſome- 
where this Infallible Viſible Judge, and told his_ Apoſtles, : 
Vhen I am gone, there will ariſe great debates and heats among ® 
you, concerning what is to be Believed, under pain of Damnation, 
ind what not ; but for a final Reſolution in this caſe, you muſt | 


wake your Applications #0 the Biſhops of kome, or to a General <©h 
c 


v7 Y 


Council ; and whatever they declare to be an Article of Divine / 
Faith, though it be not found in Scripture, is to be look'd upon by : 
"94 45 ſuch. But where has Chriſt mentioned any thing, of # 
his nature ? I find rather the quite contrary decided by! 
1im, fince he ſends the Fews to the ſtanding Revelation of! 
he Old Teftament- ; Search ( ſays he ) the Scriptures, ; for! 
hey give Teſtimony of me. He never to!d them with the 
Zhurch of Rome, Believe not your Senſes, truſt not your own Rea- 
-on in any caſe relating 10 your Spiritual concerns, but Believe me, 
ecauſe I am Infallivle, and my Deciſions are not to be examined, 
ut blindly received. Have we not then reaſon to wonders 
hat the Church of Rom? afſumeth to herſelf a great Autho-. 
ity than ever Chrift himſelf did ? and to hear her ſay in; 
ne of her General Councils, Thar notwithftanding the: 
xpreG Inftitution of Chriſt, and Command to take the: 
icrament in both kinds, She thought fit, for good Reaſons, : 
) order it to be taken by the Laity in one kind only, though; 


my dor 


nf 


Page 


1} ſbould not turn Papiſt. "M 
B#he Herſelf had obeyed Chrift in this Point full Thirtee, 
hey $wndred years and more ? | 
I always fancied no Power upon Earth could change wha 
The firft Founder of our Religion, Chrift }eſus, had onc 
ch 2&ftabliſhed. The Church of r ome may as well preſume t 
: ay, That though Chrift has forbid Polygamy. and will hay 
-req Every Man to be contented with one Wife at a time, SH 
x for good Reaſons, and more plautible too than tl:cſe Sh 
þ a Þlledgeth for the taking away of the Cup fram the Laity, 
©: @hinks it couvenient to allow Men moic Wives than on 
Bt a time, For if the Church of Rome can aQ jawfull 
Þeainft Chriſt's Inftitution in one coſe, ] know nut wh 
$he may not likewiſe in another 3 which ſetteth the Fop 
$nd a General Council, above all that is cal'ed God, in : 
Fery literal ſenſe, fince Chrift himſelf muſt ſubmit” to this 
Superiour Authority, and ſee his own Orders flighted, as it 
They had Leen given out Indiſcreetly, and without Judg- 
ment, or accompanied with Inconveniences which Chritt 
oreſaw not, and for which the Romani/ts think themſelves 
Mot oblig'd to Obey them. 
Z I hope theſe few Canfiderations make it appear to the 
" uſt# nprejudic'd Remaniſts, that the Infallibility of the Church 
erz1 of Rome, or the being of en Infallible Viſible Judge in that 
ins Church, is not only an improbable Dottrine, but really falſe 
K þy And abſurd. Yet this I ſhall make out mure particularly, by 
zanſwering what chiefly they are uſed to alledge in favour of 
their Imaginary Infallibility. ; 


[4] 
N 
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{ They ſay then firft, but very unhappily for them, That. 
from the Supreme Court of the Jewith Synagogue, there 
was no Appeal. What then ? Does it follow from thence, 
that the Synagogue was Infallible ? What Connexion is there 
# between there being no Appeal froma Judge , and his being 
$Infallible ? I hope the Romaniſts will grant the Synagogue to 
7 have fail'd, when She condemn'd Chriſt. They'll do well 
? then to bring no Argument from this Topick, to prove their 
3 own Infallibility : But a Covenant with better Promiſes was gi- 
1 wen to the Church, Heb.6.6. But where was it ſaid, that Infalli- 
3 bility was promiſed to Her ? I mean, that there ſhould he., 
3an Infallible Viſible Judge, whom we ſhould conſult in all 
hey doubtſul Caſes, and to whoſe Deciſions we were under pain 
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/ ©. bove Reaſon, but againft the conſtant evidence of all May” 


"en. 


' Secondly, They are wont to raiſe ſome duft among tt Y 


_ anwary Multitude, withtheſe and the like Paſſages, 
| Boa he Church is like a Mountain upon the top of the Mountai 
 LiAs J« 2o : 

Like a Tabernacle ſeated in the Sun, Pſalm 18. 4. i 
All Nations ſhall flow unto her, Kings ſhall be her Nurfing Fe 
thers, and Queens ber Nurſing Mothers, 112. 49. 22. 
Canany rational Man draw from theſe Pages any Ar 
gument proving the being of an Infallible Viſible Judge 
Since *tis clear, they conclude nothing elfe but that the 
Church ſhall be ſometimes Glorious and Viſible to moft Na 
tions, as likewiſe proteed by Kings and Princes. I fay ſome 
times, becauſe there is no Promiſe made to Her that She ſhall 
. always be ſo, and in all Parts of the World: For by the Expe 
rience of foregoing Ages, we are fufficiently inform'd that} 
She has beennow and then over-clouded both by Perſecution 
and Ignorance ; and the ſame thing may happen again, if, it} 
pleaſe God to permit both Perſecution and Error, as he per-i 


mits Sin, for Ends beft known to himſelf. They lay likewiſe? 
a great ftreſs upon what Chrift ſaid to his Apoſtles, Who hears* 
you, bears me, Luke 10. 16. 7 
As then in hearing Chrift, we cannot Err, ſo in hearing} 
the Apoſtles and their Succeffors, we cannot Err: Which: is; 
moſt true of the Apoſtles, becauſe they delivered nothing but$ 
- *what Chriſt had taught them, aslikewiſe. of their Succefſors,# 


ſo long as they teach nothing elſe but what was handed down} 
to us from Chriſt and his Apvſtles, but we muſt try the Spi-# 
Tits whether they are of God, or not ; For if an Angel ſhould 
Propoſe to us Articles of Faith, others than what the Apo- 
ftles have taught us, we ought to reject them. | 


I would then adviſe here the Roman Catholicks, never to 3 
pou the Infallibility of their Church by Scripture, - this 3 
eing undoubtedly their weakeft fide, becauſe by this way of þ 


arguing, they are concluded in a Circle, they could never yet” 


get clear of, whilft they muſt prove the Infallibility of the] 


Church by the Scripture, and the true Senſe of the Scripture! 


by the very ſame Church, which amounts to nothing more, I 
p Dont: A . . . -- 
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ly #. ould nit tura Papilt. | 
"F- bÞutto your beli>ving the Church upvh Her own Word, wi 
- out any Ground for Her Infallibility diftin& from Her 0 
tf Teſtimony ; than which T can fancy nothing. more, abſur 
B and more againſt common ſenſe and reaſon, unleſs we ca 
F. perſwade our ſelves, that the Infallibility of the Church; 
a ſelf-evident Principle 3 which I am ſure no underftandir* 
* Fomazit will ever think or ſay : For beſides that he neve 
7 3 8£0cs about to prove it by the meer Expoſition of the tern 
$ *tis propounded in, How can any Man take that for ſel: 
Arj evident, which all Proteſtants, though to no purpoſe as yet 
Ive have requireda ſolid proof of ? If it were a ſufficient prog' 
hi of any pretended Truth, to ſay, 'tis ſelf-evident, it woul! 
.NaJ be <alteto prove any falſhood imaginable at this rate. £# 
ſelf-evident Principle, muſt be evident to all Men under 
hal ffanding the terms weexpreſs it in, otherwiſe it has nothing: 
Y in itof a real ſelf-evidence. - - 4 


Ty 4 
_ 


_—_ To ſhun prolixity, I ſhall mention but ſome few aTages** 
that . P*n— 5 Ig 
tions More the Romanifts ſeem moft to truſt to. 1. That the Church * 
if it of the living God, is the pillar and ground of truth, 1 Tim.3.15 
xr. 2+ That the gates of Hell ſhall not prevvil againf it ; that be will 
Y be with her always, even 10 the end of the world, Matth. 16. 18. _ 
oxrd That be will ſend them another Comforter, even the ſpirit of 

2 . w - ; 

* rruth to abide with them for ever, John 14. 16- and 16 13. 
. . 3- That when he is come, be ſhall guide them in all truth. 4. Thath: 


all perſons are commanded to hear the Church, or elſe to be look'd 
upon as a Heathen and 4 Publican, Matth. 18. 17. » 

I anſwer firſt, That theſe Paſſage:, and al} others of this 
nature, are to be underſtood of the Univerſal Church, and ? 
however do not at all imply the neceſſity of an Infallible 
Viftble Judge. The Univerſal Church then compreheading 
all the Chriftian Churches of the World, is the pillar and 
$ ground of Truth, becauſe Truth is upheld by, and grounded 
- # upon the conſtant agreement ef all Chriftian Churches 

. 2 throughout all Ages, and not upon the Authority ofany par- 
# ticular Church, ſuch as 1 take the Church of Rome to be,what- 
ever way we conſider it. Now the Rock upon which this 
Univerſal Church is built, is, the Confeſſion of St, Peter, ani 
the conſtant agreement of all after Ages thereunto,” and not 
his Perſon 3 otherwiſe this Pock and Foundation had faiPd 
when he faiPd, which I ſuppoſe will not be granted. 

The never prevailing of the Gates of Hell againſt the 

| B Church, 
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v Church, concludes as fairly for her Impeccability, as for her 
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Infallibility, ſince the Gates of Hell prevail as much, or ra- 
ther more by Sin, than by Error, which ſometimes may be 


-invincible and guiltleſs, The Gates of Hell then ſhall never 


prevail againft the Univerſal Church,becauſe no Perſecution 
whatſoever, whether occafion'd by ignorance or by malice, 


.. thallever exterminate wholly this Church out of the Worll : 
- -For if She be extinguiſld and baniſh'd out of one place, She 


_ will till appear again and flouriſh in another, and fo even to 


the end of the World, according to' Chriſt's infallible Pro- 
miſe ;3 And the Comforter ſhall abide with her for ever, and guide 
her into all truth, becauſe the whole Dottrine of Chrift ſhall 
be taught in ſome corner of the World, even tothe conſum- 
mation of all things, though ſome particular Churches may 
70t teach al! Truth, and others again may add to the funda- 
nental Principles of Religion, fundamental Errors which I 
:ould eaſily ſhew the Church of Agme to be guilty of, 
As to what relates to Chrift's Injun&ion upon all Men, to 
-4r the Church, or elſe to be look'd upon ' a5 a Heathen and a Publi- 
an, *twas rather ſaid of the Synagogue, than of the Chri- 
tian Church, as not being yet eftabliſhed when theſe words 
xere uttered ; or they are to be underſtood of the Univer- 
al Church. 
I anſwer, Secondly, That if we may apply the foregoing 
Paſſages to any particular Church, they relate more to the 


zreek Church, than to the Romiſb; For it is not only ancienter . 


as all the World knows) than the Charch of Rome, but at 
bis very day of almoft an equal extent, if we take in the vaſt 
;nmbers of thoſe that live in the Communion of the Greek 
Church, both in Afia and Europe ; For if we make a juſt Cal- 
cule of all the Chriſtians in the vaſt Empire of the two Cars 
of Moſcovy, in Greece it ſelf, and in all its Provinces, in Aeypr, 


in ſeveral parts of Aſia, and eſpecially in the large Kingdom 
; 


of the Abyſs, &c. we ſhall find their number little inferiour, 
if not ſuperiour to that of the Roman Carbolicks: And the 
Greek Church is ſo confident of Her being in the Right, that 


_ She looketh upon the Church of Rome as Schiſmatical. I muft 


not forget in this place, that She can prove a conſtant Suc- 
£clfion of Biſhops from the Apoſtles downwards, more cer- 
fainly than the Church of Rowe, ſince Calvin, and ſeveral af- 


ter him, have made it highly probable, that St, Peter was 


of R 
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# never at Rome, or at leaſt never Biſhop of Rome; which I 
# much incline to believe upon this account, that the Scripture 
© is wholly filent about this matter : Yet one wou!d think that 
= St. Peter's ſtay at Rome near five and twenty years, his being 
| all this while Biſhop there,and at laft Crucified with his Head 
| dou nwards, were Particulars conſiderable enough to be taken 
& notice of by the Writer of the AQs of the Apoftles, by St. 
2 Paul, or ſome of the Evangelifts. Now to ſay St. Peter was 
2 at Rome when he wrote. from Babylon, is to make him guilty 
ofa flat Lye, or a childiſh Equivocation ; *tis more natural 
Zto think, that he being the Apoſtle of the Fews, not of the 
2 Gentiles, was then either at Babylon in Aſyria, or at Babylon in 
Z3E2ypr, now thought to be the Grand Caive, there being at 
Ithart time a great number of Fews in both theſe Cities, about 
| whoſe Converlion he was then buſted. 

 Tſhall only add, Since *tis agreed upon on all hands, that 
*St.Fobn out-liv'd St. Peter many years ; if St. Peter was Biſhop 
zof Rome, and ſucceeded immediately by a new Vicar of Chrift, 
z2as the Romaniſts do confidently tell us ; it follows from hence, 
=#that Chrift's beloved Apoſtle and Darling was under the Ju- 
-Tiſdietion of the Biſhop of Rome, which the confidering part 
:of Roman Catholics, as well as Proteffanrs, will not, -1 fancy 
{think very proper, ; 

: TI ſhall reckon up no more of the Prerogatives of the Creek 
Church ; What I have ſaid being only to ſhew, that whenſo- 


' ever the word Church is made ule of in Scripture, the Grect- 


ns may apply it to themſelyes with a greater appearance of 
{truth than the Romanifis : but ſo they can no more prove 
:themſelves Infallible, or the neceſſity of an Infallible Viſible 
udge in their Church than the Grecians from the ſame pla- 
es of Scripture can make out the necefiity of an Infallible 
FViſible Judge in theirs. | 

? 1 always wonder'd at the confidence of moſt Roman Carho- 
Ficks, inafſerting this Principle, which yet they can give no 
-rolerable account of, when they are put upon the proving 
-of it : for they are not yet well agreed, who is this Infallible 
Viſible Judge, ſome ſtanding up for the Pope, others for the 
General Councils, and others again for the Pope and the 
'General Councils,and though they are more generally agreed 
-upon the Pope and General Councils conjundly, not ſeve- 


. Tally, yet if we conſider things impartially, we ſhall eaſily 
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20 Reaſons why a Proteftant | 
conclude, the Pope to be acknowledged by them the ſole In- 3 w 
fallible Viſible Judge, ſince the General Councils have no Cc 
Authority to declare any Article of Divine Faith, without F bl 
the Pope's Seal and Approbation ; and, on the other fide, the th 
Decrees of a Provincial or National Synod, being once con-F of 
ſented to by the Pope, are of equal force with thoſe of Gene-F do 
ral Councils, as being Articles of Divine Faith, to be believed} a ( 
by all Roman Catbolicks, under pain of Damnation ; which is F up 
a certain mark, that the Pope is the only Seat of this pre- | ow 
tended Infallibility : as we judge the King the only Seat of F be 
the Soveraign Power, not the Parliaments, becauſe no AR # the 
of theirs is of any force, without the King's Approbation and Þ ha) 
Conſent : yet on the other hand, this Doftrine is flatly con- Fu 
tradited by . the Gallican Church; yea, this Propoſition, F no! 
The Pope 1s not Injallible, has been often defended at Paris, in Fme 
preſence of the Pope's Nuncio's and Legates: till then they Fwit 
are agreed among themſelves, who this Infallible Viſible Jthe 
Judge is, we are free to judge for our ſelves, being ſure Jdec 
we [hall only be cenſured and puniſhed at the laſt day, for do- 7 thc 
ing againſt our own judgment : for nothing elſe can be im- Jang 
puted to us as a ſin, * bab 
But not to diſmiſs yet this Subje&t, how can we, ſays the 
Romaniit, be ſure of ay Divine Truth, without the decifion® 


of an Iafallible Viſible Judge ? t 
To which Ianſwer, Firft, Beſides that we may be as ſure 
of any Divine Truth as they can be of their Infallible Viifi- 
ble Judge ; Ecripture is plain in all things neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, otherwiſe it was not written for Edification, nor can 
it make thoſe that read it with a teachable temper of mind 
wiſe unto Salvations 
I anſwer, Secondly, We may come to a certain know- 
ledge of Divine Truths by thoſe very Means your Infal- $ Inf: 
lible Viſible Judge is ſuppoſed to make uſe of for attaining # wh, 
to the ſame : for upon what grounds the firſt General Coun- '; the 
cil, ſuppoſing it 1nfallible, believe1 the Articles of Faith, |: eve 
it defined ? Sure not upon the Authority of another Coun- ® den 
cil, fince *twas the firſt of all, Whatever then they ſhall * fro: 
rnince for a ſufficient Foundation of their Belief, ſhall be a | {pre 
ufficient Ground for me to build my Faithupon : Their De-/ | of ( 


- . Ciftons then are no Articles of my Faith, but the, Grounds ©: ſtat 


they proceeded upon may be Inducements to me to believe. bo But 
| We {+ 
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In-J we ought nevertheleſs to have great reſpe& for General 


noF Councils ; yet becauſe we are not to ſuppoſe them Infalli- 


out F ble, without knowing why, we may, and ought to examine 
the # their Definitions at the Standard of the written Word, and 
on-F of the General conſent of all Chriftians in all Ages : for fo 
ne- F doing we ſhall keep up with the Primitive Church, in caſe 
ved F a Council in any material thing opposd it: neither can we 
h is F upon this account be thought to preſume too much upon our 
re- F own Skill; for though it be more probable that Ten may 
; of Fbeleſs apt to trip, than One, yet becauſe we are certain 
AR 3 they may err, weare till in the right, to try if really they 
and 3 have not err'd; their greater number being only an in- 
on- Fducement to me to ſearch into the Reaſons they rely on, 
on, Fnot to receive their final Deciſions, without any further exa- 
,in Fmen: I muft obſerve to you in this place, that conſidering 
1Cy $ with what Zeal the Romanifts contend for the Infallibility. of 
ble 3their Church, I am ſatisfied ſome of them are fully perſwa- 
ire 3ded of its being an Article of Divine Faith ; for if they 
do- 3 thought it but a probable Opinion, they would not be to 
Im- 7angry with thoſe that oppoſe it, ſince by the Rule of Pro- 
\ bables they would allow in ſome meaſure uf the very contra- 


0 


the} diftory Opinion, I will then, to undeceive thoſe that are of 
10n?z this Opinion, undertake to ſhew it to be no Article of Di+- 
vine Faith, and by their own Principles too : for fince they 
are not permitted the uſe of their own Reaſon in interpre- 
ting the Scripture, or Tradition it ſelf, nothing can be an 
Article of Faith to them, but what is clearly decided by a 
General Council, but no General Council ever yet decided 
I the Church to be Infallible, and far leſs the Church of ome ; 
I therefore the Infall:bility of the Church is no Article of 
Faith. I confeſs indeed, as I intimated in another place, the 
$1nfallibility of the Univerſal Church in this ſenſe, that the 
ng #/ whole Church ſhall never err, nor that every particular part 
1n- /; thereof, as the Church of Rome, or the Greek Church ; and 
th, j: every private man may not err, but that by ſpecial Provi- 
n- ® dence of God over his Church, it thall never fall wholly away 
all”? from the Truth ; and this cannot be but evident to an nr- 
a | {prejudic'd Judgment, from the expreGs Promiſes in Scripturc, 
e- of Chriſt's aſhſtance even-to the end of the World, notwith- 
ds ©; ſtanding all the Endeavours of Hell to prevail againſt it. 
e. But the Romaniſt means not only that his particular Church 
e328 B >» 16 
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22 Reaſons why a Þ* 4... 1nt | 
's Infallible inthe ſenſe I now mentiowd, though I conceive 
'his to be the Priviledge of the Univerſal Church only, but | 
chat there is in the Church of Rome an Infallible Viſtbte Judge 
of Controverſics, impower'd to tye us up to the belief of 
his Deciſions, under pain of Eternal Damnation ; and yet 
2one of the G=neral Councils, yea, not that of Trent it ſelf, | 
-ver aid Anathzma-to ſuch as did not believe the Church. of 
&ome, or the General Counciks, to be infallible Judges of : 
controverſial Pcbates, though it ſeems ſince the Chnrck of - 
Rome was accuſed of groſs Errors by the firſt Reformers, no- | 
ching was of ſo great moment for her, as the deciſion of this ' 
primary and fundamental Article, upon which all the others b 
lep:nde1: the Councils I know anathematize ſuch as refuſe 1 
to ſubſcribe to their Definitions, but hence it fo'tows not ' 
that they declared their own Infallibility, fince both Provin- * 
cialand National Synodsdo the ſame, which yet are confeſſed * 
to be Infallible by the very Romanzis themſelves, | 

Thus I have argued hitherto only ad hominem : for though 
a General Council had declared it (elf Infallihl=, this would 
be no Article of Divine Faith, becauſe the Infallibility of a } 
General Council, when it defines it ſelf Infallib'e, muſt he 2; 
proved by an Evidence diſtin from that of the Council it 8 
elf, and therefore it can be no Article of Faith to a Roman |: 
Catkolichk,, who muſt receive no Lottrine, under pain of |} 
Damnation, but what is clearly determined by a General Þ 
Council. 

I have dwelt. too long upon this firſt Reaſon, why Icannot 
embrace the Roman Catholick Religion, which was, that I ever : 
conceiv'd it founded upon a double falſe Suppoſition, of its ? 
being both Catholick and Injallible. I ſhall now go on with /- 
a more particular Account of my Invincible Averſion from + 
the Faich of the Church of Reme, though ar the ſame time, Þ 
[ profeſs none againſt the Members thcreof. 5 

I am then upon another account quite out of conceit. | 
with the Church of Rome ; her Tranfub${antiztion I could ne- ® 
rer believe, and if 1 did, I ſhould ſoon doubt. of the con- Z 
refle] Fundamentals of the Chriſtian Religion : for I con- ©: 
ceive not how a conſidering Man can heartily believe Tran- {* 
 fwbſtamiation, and not doubt of all our chief Myſteries, which FB: 
I rake tobe the yery Exiftency of Chriſt in the World, his ® 
Paſtion, his Death, his ReſurreRion , and Aſcenſion, &c. ©: 


* -* ? 
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and all thoſe wonderſul Works he did during his ſtay upon 
Earth, in order to confirm Mankind in the bclief of his be- 
ing God as well as Man. Now what proof have we of thoſe 
primary Articles, but the conſtant Teſtimony of all Mens 
Senſes, and muſt we not belicve 'em upon the Authority of 
thoſe that we are aſſured were Eye-witnefſes to all thoſe 
things, which if no body had ſeen, no bady now would be- 
lieve; but if the: Eye may be deceiv'din the contemp'ation 
of its proper Objeet, when no condition neceſſary for its O- 
peration is wanting, what certitude have we of any of the 
fore-mentioned 1 ruths? for though I ſee the Bread in the 
Eucharift, though I both touch and taſte Bread, though I 


_ Sed 


both tafte and ſee Wine, with all the reft-of Mankind, yet if | 


I turna Romanijt, 1 muſt believe what is fo evidently contra- 
difted by my Seaſes, and confeſs my ſelf raiſtaken. How then 
ſhall I convince my ſelf, or any other, that there was ſuch a 
Man as Chriſt, -that ever hc arole from the Dead, that he 
aſcended into Heaven, becauſe I have no other evidence for 
all this, but that of my Senſes ; which impoting upon me in 
one caſe, I mean in the Myſtery of Tranſubſtaniiation, I know 


not why they may not deceive me in any another; ani fo, if 


I believe Tranſubſtantiat ion, 1 find my ſelf forced from the.he- 
liefof Chriſtianity it felf, as being founded upon things we 
know no oth.erways to b2 certainly true than by the teftimo- 
ny of the Senſes. Thus Chriſt himſelf, who knew better ghan 
any other, how to ſettle a floating or doubting mirfd, uſed 
no other proof to convince St. Thomas , than what was 
founded upon the evidence of Sence, Touch and feel, ſaid he, 
for a Spirit has neither fl:ſh nor bones ; which, ſuppoſing the 
truth of Trarnſubſtantiation, was a very inconſequential way 
of arguing ; tor had St. Thomas b:lieved the Tranſub/tantrati- 
on, he had anſwered our Saviour,fince he was ſo apt to doubt, 
that as in the Conſecrated Eread, after the pronounciation of 
the words, This i my Body, he ſaw, touch, and tafted Bread, 
where yet there was no ſuch thing, but anuther ſubſtance ; 
ſo though he both felr, and touched his Body, his Bones, and 
his Fleſh perhaps, under theſe Appearances, there. lay hid 
ſome other ſabſtance, as that of a Spirit, and .not that of 
either Fleſh or Bones, as under the appearances of Bread you 
muſt conceive no real Bread, but the ſame Body and Blood 
of Chriſt, which is now at the ame tim? in Heaven. 
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| 24 Reaſons why a Proteſtant 


whatever he was not certain of, made this obvious 'Obje- 
Kion, nor Chrift gave him any account why he ſhould not 


believe his Senſes in all other caſes as well as in this, I do 


4rmly believe Tranſubſiantiation to have been planted in the 
Xorld, as the Tares ſpoken of in the Goſpe}, while men 
xzreaſleep, and in the Night of Ignorance and Superſtition. 
3ut, ſays the Romaniſt, you believe the Trinity, why then do 


rou not believe the Myſtery of Tranſubflantiation? Tis a- 


aard caſe, that becauſe I believe the Trinity, ſo exprefly deli- 
vered tous in Scripture, I muſt likewiſe believe Tran/ubſtan- 
*#ation, and that there is no Bread in a conſecrated Wafer, 
1gainſt the conſtant teſtimony of all mens Senſes,and though 
che Scripture be whally filent about the Matter ; yea, 1 am 
very certain, that the underſtanding Remaniſts rely not upon 
Ecripture in this caſe, but meerly upon the Authority of 
heir Church: they do I know raiſe ſome duſt with theſe 
words of our Saviour, This is my Body : But what then ? Do 
they imply the deftruion of the Bread ; No ſure, no more 
han theſe, 7 am atrue Vine ; I am a Lion of the Tribe of Judah ; 
The Rock was Chriſt, £7, do ſignifie the deſtruttion of the ſub- 
tance of Chriſt. | 
I ſhall not infiſtupon this Subje@, becauſe it has been ſo 
;fren handled by others, eſpecially by Dr. Tilorſor, in his 
,nanſwerable Diſcourſe againſt Tranſub/tantiation ; I muſt 
niy add, tha® whatever is ſaid in Scripture, about the eating 
f the Eody, and the drinking of the Blood of Chriſt, ought 
2 be underſtood in a ſpiritual ſence, and that we do all this 
yy Faith 3 for the Body and Blood of Chriſt being the Focd 
«f our Souls, we cannot feed upon them otherways than by 
aith, and by Faith alone as oppoſite to Sence, becauſe we 
-eceive not Chriſt by any of our Sences, ſince we cannot 
>erceive him by any of *em. The reception then of Chriſt, 
he cating of his Body, and drinking of his Blood, figniſie 
wothing more, but that as our Eodics are fed and refreſh'd 
iy Eread and Wine, ſo are our Sou!s, 3fter a ſpiritual man- 
er according to their own nature, refreſh'd and ſtrength- 
cd by thoſe Divine Graces, which as we tray call the Emas 
iations' or ProduQions of Chriſt's Body and Elood ; ſo we 
aay ſay, they are the Body and Blood of Chrift, as we 
»metimes ſay, Tois ts the Sun, the Sun is in this nay under- 
& and ing. 
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I ftanding only by this Expreſſion, his Beams and Influences. 


I ſhall conclude with a word or two, concerning the ſi- 


lence of all Antiquity about this Matter, whatever the Ro- 
J manifts may boaſt to the contrary, What Fathers . of the 
I Primitive Church do aflert with our Adverſaries, that the 
| ſubſtance of Eread and Wine is deftroyed in the Eucharift ? 
$ do they not call the Elements Pread and Wine after Conſe- 


cration ? and aſſure us of their remaining ſo ftill after it ? 


3 1 ſhall inſtance but in ſome few Paſſages in order to make 


OTST 
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good what I ſay, 

Tertullian in his firft Pook againſt Marcion, cap. 14. pro- 
ving, that Chrift made uſe of the Creatures, and neither re- 
jefted Water, Oy), Milk, nor Honey ; he adds, neither did be 
reje& Bread, by which be repreſents his own Body. And in the 
third Book againſt. Marcion, cap. 19. Chriſt calls Bread -bis 
Body, that from thence you may underſtand, that he gave the Figure 


2 of his Body tothe Bread. 


St, Ferom in his Commentary on St. Mark, cap. 26. has 


{ theſe obſervable words : After 1Fe Typical Paſcha mas fulfilled, 


Chriſt tcok Bread, that comforts the hearts of men, and went to the 
Sacrament of the Paſcha, that, as Melchiſecec in the Figure had 
done, aſſerting Bread and wine, ſo be might alſo repreſent the truth 


b of bis Body and Blood. - In all which Paſſages the Sacramental 
; Elements are called Bread and Wine, and the Figure or Re- 
; preſentation of Chriſt's Pody and Blood, 


St. Chryſoſtem ſays, Epiſt. ad Ceſar. The Bread is thought 
worthy to be called the Body of our Lord: And on theſe words, 
the Fleſh Iuſteth againſt the Spirit, among the proper excep- 
tions of Fleih, he ſays, Comment, in Epiſt, ad Galatas, 


caP. 5. The Scriptures uſe 0 call ihe Myſteries by the name of 
1 Fleſh, and ſometimes the whole Church, ſaying, ſhe is the Body of 


Chriſt. ; 
Theodovet to the ſame purpoſe, in his firſt Dialogue. ſays, 


; He who called his Natural Body Corn, and Bread, and alſo calls 


himſelf a Vine, likewiſe honoured theſe viſible Symbols with the 


© names of Body and Blood: For things are often called in Scrip- 
# ture that which they ſignifie, as, the ſeven Kings were ſeven 
* Kine; the Seed is the Word of God; that is, ſignifieth the 
>: Word of God. Z 


Pope Gelafius, in his Fook of the Two Natures of Chriſt, 


f lays, The Sacrament of the Body and Blood of Chriſt are a Di- 


vine 
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_ vine Thing, fn woe reaſon we become partakers of the Divine 


Nature, and yet the Subſtance and Nature of Bread and Wine does 7; 
_ nor ceaſe to be, Andadds a little after that, Their Nature ſtill | 


remains in its own property, ' 4s there remtins one entire Chrtt ; 


theſe things of which he is compounded remaining, to wit, his Two 
Natures remaining in their Propetiet. 


And St. Chryſoſtom, diſputing agaiaft the Apollinariſts, Epi- | 


fol. ad Cxſar. Monach. confounding by a kind of Conſubſtan- | 


tiation the Two Natures of Chrift, argues from this Sacra- 
ment to illuſtrate that Myſtery. y 


As before the Bread is ſanitified, we call it Bread, but when the ; 
Divine Grace bus ſanfified it, by the m-ans of the Prieſt, it is * 
freed from the name of Bread, and is thought worthy of the nam: | 


os Et 


of the Lord's B1dy, though the N ature of the Bread remains in it; : 
and it is not ſaid, that there are Two Bodies, but One Body of the © 


Son, ſothe Divine Nature being joyn'd to the Boy, both theſe - 


' make one Son, and one Perſon. 


Theodoret again, in his firſt Dialogue, diſputing againſt a 
Heretick denying to Chrift a True Body, ſays, among other : 
things, thar, though to the purpoſe I omit for Brevities ſake, .. 
He wbo called his Natural Boly Corn, and Bread, does likewiſe | 
honour the Viſible Symbols with the n2m?: of his Body and Blood, 
not changing the Nature, but adding Grace 10 Nature, And cha-| 
ving forc'd the Heretick to confeſs, That the Bread and Þ 


Wine were the Symbols and Types of Chriſt's Body and 


Blood, hence he draws this Concluſion, That Chriſt had a' 


- True Body, 


Theodoret in his ſecond Dialogue againft the Eutychians, 
who believed Chriſt's Boly to have been ſwallowed up by } 
its Union to the Divine Nature, repreſenteth to us the He- 3 


retick arguing thus : 


As the Symbols of th? Body and Blood of our Lord were one thing | 
b-fore the Prieftly Innvocation, and after that were coanged, and 


are different from what they were, ſo the Boly of our Lord, after 


the Aſſumption, was changed into the Divine Subſtance. But he ® 
immediately anſwers, That he was catche.l in the Net he # 
laid for others : For the Myſtical Symbols, after the SanTifica- 
tion, do not depart from their own Nature, for they continue in th:ir 
former Subſtance, Figure and Form, and are both vijible and pal-F 


pable as they were before. 


'Tis eafte for any Impartial Man, conſidering theſe fore-W# 
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going Paſſages, and the Fathers way of arguing againſt the 
Apollinariſts, and the Eutychians, who denied Chritt to have 
had a True Body, that thcy were perſwaded that the Subs- » 
ſtance of Bread and Wine remair'd after Conſecr2tion, fiace 
hence they proved, that the Humane Nature-in Chrift was : 
not ſwallowed up after its Aſſumption, but remaiu'd after 
the Union, as the Subſtance of Bread remains in its own Na» 
ture after its Conſecration ; for had they believed Chriſt's. 
Body to be under the Accidents of Bread in the Euchariſt, 
by vertue of the Words of Conſecration, how eaſte was it 
for them to prove the reality of Chrift's Body after its Us 
nion to the Divine Nature, by ſaying he could not but have. 
a True Boy, ſince it was in the Sacrament under the appea- 
rances of Bread and Wine : Which Argument they never 
made ule of, but, on the contrary, proved always the re- 
maining of the Humane Nature after itz afſumption, by the 
remaining of the Subſtance of Bread after the Pricſtly Con- 
ſecration. : 

From all this it appears, that the Fatliers are on our fide, 
unleſs you'll have *em to argue like mad-men, after this man- 
ner : The Appearances ( as you ſpeak ) the Accidents of Bread 
and Wine remain ſtill after the Conſecration, therefore the Sub- 
ſtance of the Humane Nature remain*d in. Chriſt after its Union 
to the Divinity. For had the Fathers believed Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, had not the Eutychians retorted the Argument, The Ac- 
cidents of Bread and Wine remain without the Subjtance after Cons 
ſecration, therefore the Prep-riies. of the Flumane Nature remain 
in Chriſt after its Aſſumption, without the Subſtance of its Hu- 
manity? But if we ſuppoſe the Fathers believed, that the 
Subſtance of Bread remain'd after it was Conſecrated, we 
ſhall find they had a great advantage from hence, to illuſtrate 
the Myftery of the Incarnation, by arguing thus, as they of 
ten did, as the Bleſſing of the Bread did not deſtroy its Sub- 
ſtance, ſo the Union of the Humanity in Chriſt, to the Di- 
vinity, was not at all deſtructive to its Nature ; though after 
all this, no man, not byalicd by rcal Prejudices, can doubt o. 
the Doftrine of the Fathers. 

I ſhall add one Reflection more for a farther Iituftration 

of the Matter. 

The Fews, and the Gentiles eſpecially, inſulted over tl 

Chriſtians, for believing inconceivable Myſteries ; as for in 


"28 Reaſons why a Proteſtant 


Kance,the Trinity, and more particularly the Incarnation ; up- 
on the account of which, as St. Paul himſelf intimates ſome- 
where, they were reputed Fools, and derided every where by 
the Gentiles. Now. what if the Chriſtians of thoſe Primitive 
Times had believ'd and profeſYd, that a little piece of Bread, 
after ſome few words pronounc'd over it,. ceas'd to be Bread, 
ind was no more what it had been,though it kept ftill all the 
,utward appearances of the ſame being, as colour, figure, 
hape, and taſte, £5. 

With what ſcorn, with what diſdain, and deſervedly too, 
1ad they not look*d upon, and them as Men not in their right 
vits, who denied what they ſaw andfelt, with all Mankind, 
2 be what they really ſaw, felt, and taſted too? The Gen- 
iles, who negle&ed no occaſion of inſulting over the poor 
2hriftians in thoſe early times of the Church,had never ſlipt 
his whichigave them ſo conſiderable advantage over them ; 
ad their ſilence upon the whole Matter, is to be a Demon- 
tration, that no ſuch thing was ever believed by the Chriſti- 
ns of the Primitive Church. | 

'Tis a very weak Evaſion of moſt Roman Catholicks, to ſay, 
aat Tranſubſtantiation not being oppoſed in the Primitive 
;hurch, was therefore generally-believed then, becauſe by 
ie ſame way of arguing one may prove, that every new 

oach'd Opinion was held generally by all Mankind from 
ie very firſt Age of the World, upon this account, that no 
»1dy contradifted it. Which is an unreaſonable as if one 
'ould argue thus ; None of the Ancients, either Philoſo- 
hers or Phyſicians, ever oppoſed the Circulation of the 
lood, therefore this Hypothelis was taught.and embrac*d by 
I the aucient Phylicians, which no man of ſenſe will think 
legal Concluſion. 
T he reaſon then why Tranſubſtantiation was not oppos'd 
\ the Primitive Church, could be no other but becauſe this 
otrine was not as yet broach'd, and in being in thoſe days. 
o wonder then, if what no body had ſo much as dream'd of, 
uld not be debated and oppoſed ; yea, fince *twas granted, 
at inthe firſt ſeven hundred years of the Church it was not 
ntradiged 3 we muſt needs conclude, that in all that time 
vas not heard of: for it is conformable to common ſenſe 
reaſon, to think, that none would ftand in oppoſition to 
Dofrine, that ( to ſay nothing of its comeadif;on to the 
| | cleareft 


2. 
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cleareſt evidence of ſenſe ) drew along with it ſo ſtrange 
Conſequences as this does £ ſuch I take to be the being of 4 
Body, though by Divine Power, in more places at once, or without 
' frs natural dimenſions, and every crumb of a Wafer, the poſſibility 
of #ts being produced at the ſame time in ſeveral places, it ſtill yes 
remaining the ſawe Body, the aQual ſeparation of the Accidents, 
ſuch as Taſte, Colour, Smell, Figure, from all Subſlance in which 
they ſubſiſt, the inconveniencies that every one may fancy to bimſelf 
in caſe Chriſt's Body come into ours, or be eaten by Vermin, its be- 
ing corrupted, digeſted, &c, | 1 

I know, the cating of Human Fleſh,and Thyeſtian Suppers, 
were reproach'd to the firſt Chriftians upon the account 0 
the GnoFick, who called themſelves Chriftians, but this rela» 
ted not at all to the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, as 'tis evi- 
dent by the Father's Anſwer to that Charge, with a flat 
denial of the Matter of Fatt, without offering any Explica-' 
tion relating to the Euchariſt ; which is a clear demonſtrati- 
on they thought not this charge grounded on the Dottrine 
of the Euchariſt. 

I am then ſatisfied, that Tranſubſtantiation being ſo ab- 
ſurd both in its ſelf and its Conſequences, could not but be 
oppoſed ſo ſoon as 'twas openly proteſs'd : And indeed, from 
the Second Council of Nice ( as every one knows) to the 
Fourth Council of Latran, it met with great oppoſition from 
the learnedft Doctors of the Latine Church. And ſince that 
time it occaſioned in every Age the withdrawing of great 
Kingdoms, and vaſt numbers of People from the Communion 
of the Church of Rome,and I think it may be ſufficient ground 
tor me not to joyn with it now. 

But there is as yet another thing, which I fancy you would 
not expea,that hinders me from being your Convert ; which 
is the Novelty of the Roman Catholick Religion, whatſoever 
may be your boaſts and pretences to Antiquity. For ſure 
I am, the Church of Rome is no more now what it was of old, 
' than the City of Rome now in being, is the ſame which was 
known to the World in Auguſtus his time by the ſame Name. 
I know indeed,you give us a large Catalogue of your Popes 
from St, Peter's time, to this very day : But beſides that, it 
is highly probable, ſince the Scripture tells us nothing rela- 
ting to this matter, that St.Peter was neither Biſhop of Rome, 


7" ever at Rome, you can pretend to no peculiar Prerogative 
2M | upon 
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upon this account, which ſeveral Chriſtian Churches may 


| Not lay as good a Claim too as you can do, The Fewiſh Chri-. 


tian Church and the Greek were before yours, yea, the latter 
can prove her Antiquities by a continued Succciſhon of Bi- 
ſhops down from the Apoſtles, to our times. The like may 
be eaſily made out by the Aby/in: and Maronites of late, part- 
ly reconcil'd to the Church of Rome ; Yea, England it ſelf re- 
ceived not the Chriſtian Faith from the Church of Rome, as 
ſome of your Friends inconſiderately boaſt of, fince *tis cer- 


tain that 4ugufin the Monk found the Chriſtian Religion al- _ 
ready eſtabliſhed in England, when he firft came into this 


Iſland. But what we ought to lay the greateſt ſtreſs upon, is, 
the Antiquity of Dottrine , which being the very Soul 


_ and Life of keligion, is chiefly to be regarded in this De- 


bate. I deny not but that the Name of Roman Catholick is of 
an older date than that of Proteſtant ; but new Names being 
often impoſed on very ſlight occaſions, we are only to take 
notice of the thing it ſclf, not of the Name, which may not 
be at all times the ſame. 

Let us firſt then conſider the neceſſary Articles of the 
Proteſtant Church, by which L mean ſuch as are to be Belived, 
if known, under pain of Damnation, for theſe only make 
up the Eſſential part of Religion. I find then, that whatever 
the Proteſtants Believe now, is the ſame that was Tavght by 
Chrift and his Apoſtles, and Believed by the Primitive 


Chriftians, the Standard of their Relief being no other but 


the Apoſtolick Creed, and the Scripture, as Interpreted by 
the Chriſtians of the "A rai Church, Whatever then was 
an Article of Divine Faith in thoſe days, is ftill ſo to the Pro- 


zeſtants of our times, and nothing elſe, ſuch I reckon to be - 


the Incarnation, the Trinity, the Paſion and Reſurretion of 
Chriſt, and in one word, whatever is contained evidently 
in Scripture, or may be by a neceſſary Conſequence deduc'd 
from it ; and all this heing of the ſame date with the firſt and 
cleareſt days of the Church,we muft of neceſſity confeſs; that 
the Proteſtant Faith is the old Faith, and no new Contrivance 
of the firſt Reformers, as the leſs underſtanding fort of 
Romaniſts ſeem to believe, when they ask us where- our 


Religion was before Luther and Calvin? Which Queſtion is - 


eaſily Anſwer'd by this obvious Diftin&tion, Thaz if by our 
Religion, they meant the primary and fundamental Articles. 


—— 


— 
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. or of a third Place, where-the Souls are to be puniſh'd be- - 


ſhould not turn Papiſt. JT 
of Chriſtianiſm, taught by Chriſt, and held by his Apoſtles 
and the Primitive Church, it was before Luther and Calvin, 
all theſe things being believed before Zuther and Catvin by, 
the Primitive Chriſtians: Eut if by our Religion, they under- 
Rand that diſtin Body of Men, who have ſeparated from © 
the Errors of the Church of Rome ? the Queftion comes to 
nothing, as implying only whether they were ſeparated and 
reformed before the days of Luther and Calvin, which no _ 
Proteſtant affirms. But row on the other hand, if we look 
narrowly into the Church of Rome, and confider it as a di--. 
ſtin& Body from other Chriſtian Churches, we fhall eaſily * 
diſcover it to be compounded of meer Novelties, whether we 
have regard to its Doctrine, or to its Rites and Ceremonies, 
or way of Worſhip : Fur thoſe additional Articles of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, Invocation of Saints, Image-worſhip, Purga- 
tory; &c. were ccrtainly unknown to the firft three Centu- 
ries, as has been ſufficiently made out by Proteftant Wri- 
ters, or at leaſt, which makes as well for my purpoſe, they 
were not then Articles of Divine Faith, and to be Believed 


' eſſential parts of a Roman Catholick Faith, who becauſe of the * - 


Deciſions of ſome of the latter General Councits, muſt be- | |, 
lieve, againft the cleareft evidence of ſenſe, the deftrugion 
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under pain of Damnation ; but now they are neceflary and 4 
! 
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of Bread in a conſecrated Wafer, as likewiſe of Wine after '-+ 4 :* 
its conſecration by a Prieft, the lawfulnefs of Image-worſhip, -- ©.* | 


>. 2} 
of 
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and of the Invocation of the Saints, the being of Purgatory, 


fore they enter into Heaven, All this I ſay, and whatever is |, 


' 
x 
F 

' 


determined by a General Council, he muſt believe with the *,” 
ſame firmneſs he believes the Exiftency of God, the Divinity. :. 


of Chriſt, the Trinity, and all the other primary Articles of / F*# 


the Chriſtian Religion ; and this I am ſure was never done+ . -** 


by the Chriftians of the Primitive times, ; 
*Fis clear then, that the additiona] Doarine of the Church 
of Rome is a new Contrivance of the later Ages, ſince now 


tis made neceſſary for Catholicks to believe, and was not-.- 


z 


| 
| 
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then : For to ſay, *twas believed implicitely, beſides that this: ':.- 


js the greateſt piece of non-ſenſe imaginable, becauſe it im- 
plieth, that a man believeth he knows not what, it makes 


-not againſt what I was ſaying: For what was believed then . 
| (to makeuſe of this non-ſenſical Exorefſhon ) imnltcirely, is ... 
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iow to be believed explicitely, under painof Eternal Damna- 
ton; which is ftill a Novelty, and a ftrange one too, if du- 


examined, 
The being of an Infallible Viſible Judge was unknown to 


he ——_—_ times of Chriſtianity : For had the firft Chriſti- | 
ns 


elieved any ſuch, without doubt they had appeal'd to 
jim to pnt a ſtop to the growth of Errors and Herefles that 


n thoſe very days difturb'd the Church ; But ſince they ne- 


ver made any ſuch Appeal, we have good reaſon to ſay, the 
2rjmitive Chriſtians never acknowledged any ſuch Judge. 

' I ſhould willingly learn from, the Romaz Catholicks, if the 
2ope had the ſame Power of old, he has now ? Was he look'd 
zpon by the three firſt Centuries, as the ſole Vicar of Chrift 
pon Earth ? Qne need but turnover the Eccleſiaftical Hi- 
tory, toknow how, and by what Policy he came by degrees 
2 the preſent pitch he now is in, though in the firft days of 
he, Church, the Biſhop of Rome was under the Command of 
-emporal Princifs, no leſs than other Subjects are. 

-- As tothe PraQiſes and Rites of the Church of Rome, they 
re but late Inventions, and moſt part, point blank contrary 
I thoſe of the Primitive Church. The denying of the Cup 
> the Laity, isa convincing Inſtance of this ;. it was inftitu- 


2d for all indifferently, Drink ye all of this, and was for the * 


"ace of thirteen Ages and more granted to the People, as 
'ellas to the Priefts ; but by an Order of a Romiſh Council, 
otwithſtanding Chriſt's expreſs Command to the contrary, 
his Primitive Cuſtom was laid afide upon the ſlighteſt and 
noſt frivolous grounds imaginable, which upon no occaſion, 
10w plauſible ſoever, was to be changed. as being ſo ſo- 
2mnly inſtituted by the Founders of the Chriſtian Religion, 
2hrift himſelf. : 
; The Publick Service in an unknown Tongue, was the 
nown pragice of the Church ; For Six hundred years ( faith 
ot Origen ?_) the Grecians 7n their Prayers uſe the Greek, and 
5 Romans the Latine Tongue ; and ſo every one, according to 
is Language, prayeth unto God, and praiſeth him as be i able, 
And yet this Ancient and Apoftolick Cuſtom is aboliſh'd 
_ 'ythe Romiſh Clergy,as if they had received a greater Power 
rom Chrift, than the Apoſties themſelves, whoſe Power 
'as only for Edification, but noz fer Deſtrution, as St. Paul 
:Is us, 2 Cor. 10.8. and prove convincingly throughout 5 
whole 
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whole Chapter, that the performing of Publick Service, and 
eſpecially Praying in an Unknown Tongue, is quite contrary 
to Edification, | 

The Invocation of Saints was not in uſe in the three firft 
Centuries, which, beſides the filence of all Records upon this 
Matter, may be made out from hence, 'That the bleffed Vir- 
gin began to be prayed to, only in the Fourth Century, as 1 
could thew : Now *tis more than probable, that ſhe being the 
holieft among Women,was the firft of all honoured this way, 
unleſs we ſuppoſe, againſt common ſence and reaſon, that the 
Primitive Chriftians during the Three firft Centuries, di- 
rected their Prayers to the other inferiour Saints, without 
ever having recourſe to the more powerful Mediation of the 
bleſſed Virgin. 

'Tis well known, that Image-worſhip was never the. Pra- 
Ace of the Primitive Chriſtians, who could ſcarce allow of 
the Art of Painting, ſo zealous they were of the breach ol 
the Second Commandment, which they generaly thought to 
reach thus far. They were it ſeems of opinion, that God be- 
ing a Spirit, wasto be adored in Spirit and Truth, and not 
under any. corporal ſhape, as they might eaſily gather from 
the ſevere puniſhment of the [/raelies, tor adoring the golden 
Calf, whom they knew to be nothing elſe but a meer repre- 
ſentation of God, fince they themfelves had furniſh'd the 
Matter this dull Idol was made of. | 

Neither can it be made appear that Prayer for the Dead, 
the Foundation of Purgatory, was prattis'd inthe Primitive 
times, after the manner tis now uſed in the Church of Rome; 
for what is ſaid in the Second Book of the Maccabees, to this 
purpoſe, is. of nomoment, becauſe this pretended Scripture 
1s not Canonical, and was not receiyed as ſuch by the 

[2.18 
” to what relates to ſuch Prattiſes, as are the natural con- 
ſeqnences of Tranſubſtantiation, they were unknoww' to the ' 
Primitive Chriftians, becauſe Tranſubſtantiation it ſelf was a 
thing unheard of among them ; they knew not what the Maſs 
was, if we take. it with all thoſe pompous Ceremonies that 
go along with it; we can ſhewhow it got into this ſhape, 
by the additions from time totime of ſeveral Popes ; and dc 
not moſt meg know the firſt and late Birth of the Adoratios 
and Elevation of the Hoſt, io. Procefſons, and the Doitrine of 


. Concomt- 
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' Concomitants, and of all the other Rites and Ceremonies lately 

ſprang up. from the belief of Tranſubſtantiation ;* *tis no doubr, 
upon the account of this ſtrange Doftrine, that the Eucharift 

_ js not adminiftred now as 'twas in the Primitive times. 

:  When'rwas put into the hands of the Receiver, given to 
Children, truſted to Boys, or Common Perſons, to be car- 

ried to the Dying, when the Remains were eaten up, and in 

' ſome places burnt, in other places conſumed by Children, or 


_-+- by the Clergy, or made uſe of in Cataplaſms: ' To which we 


may add the mixing of the conſecrated Chalice with Ink to 
fign the Excommunication of Hereticks, which would now 


paſs for a great Sacriledge, becauſe of the Dottrine of Tran- 


; ſubſtantiation, that was not held then: But thoſe are not 
| the only Reaſons, though ſufficient enough, had I no other, 
why I cannot ſubmit to the Church of Rome. - I would fain 
' then go upon ſure Grounds if 1 could, eſpecially in Matters 
| regarding the Eternal Welfare of my Soul: Now, if I turn a 
Roman Catholick, and in caſe Baptiſm be neceflary to Salva- 
| tion, as. the Church of Rome teacheth, I ſhall alwaies be afloat, 

and uncertain whether I be baptized, or not; becauſe the 
Council of Trent allows of-no valid Baptiſm, without ſome 
foregoing intention of the Prieft: But if the Prieft or Mi-+ 


niſter had either a contrary intention, or through forgetful» 


neſs not at all ; for I conceive nothing of this to be impoſſible, 
I am ata loſs whether 1 be in a ſtate of Salvation, or not, 
28 all thoſe Priefts may juſtly queſtion, according to their 
own Principles, who were Conſecrated by a late: French Bi- 
ſhop,. fince he ingenuouſly declared in the Words of a Dying 
Man, that he never intended the Ordination of any of thofe 
that he had conſecrated Priefts; for the intention of the Bi- 
hop is thought as neceſſary to the valid Conſecration of a 
Prieft, as to the being of a real and valid Baptiſm * I ſhould 
{ikewiſe, upon the ſame grounds, doubt of the Being of a 
' true Pope, of true General Councils, if their Members muft 
| . 2e Priefts and Biſhops, becauſe if they never be Conſecrated, 
which I cannever be certain of?) they have no Commiſſion, 
ſays the Romaniſt, to decide Matters of Faith. 

May not I be allowed to add in this place, that ſhould I go 
«yer to the Church of Rome, I would have reaſon to queſti- 


1, If there were any ſuch Book in the World as the Bible, 


; *+2, Or any thing elſe ?. For I can give no ſurer nreof af tha. 


"ſhould not turn Papiit. J5 
being of things that fall within the ſphere of my Senſes, than 
my very Senſes: themſelves; yet I am told, that my Eyes do 
deceive me- in the Eucharift, and what I ſee there, 1s-not 
really Bread, though I bath feel, ſee, and taſte it,and find it 
likewiſe a” good ſubſtantial Nouriſhment for my Eddy: now 
my- Head turns round; and I ami ready to fancy the whole 
World to be but a meer appearance, without either ſolidity 
or ſubſtance ; yea, I ſhall perhaps run-my ſelf into greater 
extrearns, 'and take all Chriſt's Miracles to be but meer 
deceptions of the fight, becauſe they cannot be proved other- 
wiſe than'by the Teſtimony of 'the- Senſes, which could be. 
no cogent Argument to a zealous -Romanift, as 1 would then 
pretend to'be. : * FED 3 4, | 
' There is yet another thing, in caſe of my Conv erfion, 1 
ſhould extreamly ftumbje at, which is this, That 1 could nof 


- believe the Church uf Kmeto be infallible, upon the account 


of her own Authority ; for ſhe allewing nd other I1nfallible 
Judge bat herſelf, I muft believe her Infallible, becauſe ſhe 


' tells me, ſhe cannot Err, though without giving me any good 


reaſon for it: And this I could not eafily conſent to,as loving 
to att rationally in every thing, eſpecially in Matters of the 
Higheſt Concern, So.” 7 

I am yet frightned from the Roman Catholick Religion upon 
another account, which you will be ſomewhat concern'd tg 
hear, but that I cannot help ; I muſt tell you freely my mind 
ſince you have deſired me to be ingenuous with you. 
I was always Loyal to the Royal Family, and with the 
Grace of God ever ſhall be, yet if 1 embrace the Roman Ca 
tholick Religion heartily, and withall its Tenents, I know no 
but that I may begin to waver in this main Point of m' 
Duty, by acknowledging another Power upon Earth aboy, 
that of my own Prince, which I look upon as a diſpolitiot 
at leaft,if not a full ſtep towards an unnatural Rebellion, in 
caſe theſe two Authorities ſhould claſh together, and I wer 
to take party for either, | 

I pretend not nevertheleſs to ſay, that a Roman Catholic 
eannot be a good Subje&, God forbid I ſhould think ſo; bu 
I know ſo much of their Religion, that I may ſafely ventur 
to ſay, they owe their Loyalty to their Generous Tempe 
and Good Nature, rather than to the Principles of the Rel 


gion they profels. To be _ with you then, were 1 a Kc 
: ' __ 2 m, 


« nd k . n I. ate Lg 


| i 6 
wian Catbolick T-could-not. I fancy, have the-ſame reſpect for +. 
or I would be oblig'd to ac- 
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my Prinee, that I now have; 1d De. 
knowledge 'the Pape aboye him, but #n Jpirituali only, 
you't ay ; what then ? He 1s rather more his Superiour;than 
leſs; by this very reftriftion ; For as the Spirit;.is nobler 
than the Body, and the Spiritual Power of a- higher Order 
than that which regards anly-Temporal:Concerns, and fince 
the Spirit gives Life and Motign to-the Body, whoever is May» 
ter of the Spiritual, has likewiſs a great: influence npon the 
Temporat: $0 I have reaſon to. fear, ſhould I once believe 
and grant the.Pope's Supremacy over Princes in Spiritual 
Matters, that I ſhould likewiſe fancy he had at leaft an in- 
dire& Power orer their Temporal Concerns; yea, :1 would 
bf courſe-- acknowledge a Depoling Power-in the Pope, in 
caſe my Prince embrac'd what you call Herefe; for could I 
then reje& the Council of Lateranafſerting it? Whether it 
te an Article of Divine Faith among you, or not, I ſhall 
not enquire in-this place; but ſure 1 am, *tis a -Doftrine 
allowed of by your Church; and was-never yet cenſured at 
Rome, where many leſs dangerous Qpinions have been con- 
demned; :- ; tO, : 
I am then quite out of conceit with your Religion, ſince [ 
cannot embrace it, without endangering my Loyalty,in caſe 
I mind to live up tothe pitch. of its real Principles; -but tis 
all one to me, ſo ſong as 1 remajna_Proteſiant, what Religion 
iny Prince js of, though I could-wiſh he were of the ſame 1 
profeſs, becauſe his Anthority- over me, and my indiſpenſi- 
ble Obligation to ſubmit to him, do not depend upon his 
Opinion or Religion, bnt upon his Birth-rightz yet have 
we not reaſon todpubt, if the Zealous ſort of Koman Catho- 


ticks would not think it lawful to take Arms againft their 


Prince, turn'd a Heretick,;{1nce the French League, againſt 
Henry the Fourth, was upon. this-very account ftyl'd #oly ; 
and had I not been particularly acquainted with the Princi- 
ples of the Church of Rome, I had never conceived how it 
came to paſs that ſuch great numbers of learned and well- 
meaning Men too, could be guilty of ſuch a horrible wick- 
edneſs, as that was, and forget themſelves ſo far as to.pre- 
tend Holineſs in an open Rebellion againft their lawful 
Prince. T his confirms me more and more, though aCouncil 
of Lateran had not declared the Matter, in the Opinion I was 

od - 
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 ſelwaysof, that by the very Primciples of your Church, there 

Þ ne allowance for Subjetts in this caſe, . © 3 
TT am then more ſatisfied with the Loyalty of, a Proteſtant, 

| eſpecially of the Church of England, who acknowledgeth the 

1 Prince to be Supream Governour over all his Subjects, and 

Soveraign Judge in all Caſes, than with that of a Roman Ca* 

{| rbolick, who ſeems $0 ſet Limits to his Power, by ſuch Re+- 
Krictions as neither Reaſon nor Scripture. can warrant, 


Thus, Sir, I have done with the promiſed Account of 
; ſome of thoſe Prejudices, ( as you was pleas to :caH the 
that have kept me hitherto in the Purity of the Chriftia 
Faith ;- if you think ſtill they are not ſolid Reaſpns, but meer 
prejudicate Opinions, and ill-grounded Fancies,: it will be« 
come you to make good the Charge, and free your ſelf! from 
the Suſpicion 1 may juſtly entertain of your being guilty of 
that very Crime you ſo confidently, and with-more Zeal than 
+ Knowledge reproach to others, Sophie F 


Tour very bumble 


Servant. . * 
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. FT "He Travels of Monſfiewr de Thevenit into 


the Levant z in Three Parts, viz. I. In- 
) Turkie, II. Perſia, INI. The Eaft-Indies, New 
2ne out of French, in Folio. = 


2. A Free Enquiry into the Volgarly Receiv'd 
otion of Nature ; made in an Eſſay, Addreſs'd © 


1 a Friend. By the Honourable Robert Boyle, 


&; Fellow of the Royal Society. The ſame | 


alſo in Latin, for the Benefit of Forreigners. 


3. The Martyrdom of Theodora and of Didymus, 
' a Perſon of Honour. 


4- The Declamations of Quintil;an, being an 
ercitation or Praxis upon his Twelve Books, 
acerning the Inſtitution of an Orator. Tranſ- 


'&d ( from the Oxford Theatre Edition) into. | 


zl;ſh by a Learned and Ingenious Hand, with 
: Approbation of ſeveral Eminent School-Ma- 
rs in the City of London. | 


$. England*s Happineſs, in a Lineal Succeſſion, 
I the Deplorable Miſeries which ever attended 
wubtful Titles to the Crown ; Hiſtorically de- 
- ... mon- 


He 
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— jmonſtrated from the Wars between the Two 
— [Houſes of Tork and Lancaſter, | 


4 | 6- Academia Scientiarum: Or , The Academy 
{of Sciences. Being a Short and Eaſie Introduti- 
on to the Knowledge of the Liberal Arts and 
Sciences ; with the Names of thoſe Famous Au-- 
thors that have written on every particular Sci- 
to _ In Ergliſb and Latin. By D, Abercromby, 
n- . P 


7. Publick Devotion, and the Common-Ser- 
vice of the Church of England Juſtified and Re- 
4 | commended to all Honeſt and Well-meaning, 
q © ( bowever Prejudic'd) Diſſenters. By a Lover of | 
his Country, and the Proteſtant Religion. 


8. The Beſt Exerciſe. To which is added, 2 

etter to a Perſon of Quality, concerning the 
Holy Lives of the Primitive Chriſtians. By Av- 
thony Horneck , Preacher at the Savoy. 


{ 9. The Mother's Bleſſing: Or , The Godly 
| Counſel of a Gentlewoman not long ſince De- 
' | ceas'd, left behind for her Children. By Mrs. De- 
| rethy Leigh. | | 

. 10. The Inchanted Lover; Or, The Amours 
of Narciſſus and Aurelia. A Novel. By Peetr Bel- 
lon, Author of the Pilgrim. 


17. Curious Enquiries, being Six brief Dif- | 
ccourſes,v:z. I. Of the Longitude. II. The Tricks | 
of Aſtrological Quacks. III. Of the Depth of 
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